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Box No. n 


Priority 
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Box No. ni 


Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial 
applicability 


□ 


Box No. IV 


Lack of unity of invention 


1^ 


Box No. V 


Reasoned statement under Article 35(2) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial 
applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 
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BoxNo.Vn 
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Box No. I 



Basis of this opinion 



1. With regard to the language, this opinion has been established on the basis of the international application in the language in which it was 
filed, unless otherwise indicated under this item. 

I I This opinion has been established on the basis of a translation from the original language into the following language ' 

, which is the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of international search (under 

Rule 12.3 and 23. 1(b)). 

2. With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino add sequence disclosed in the international application and necessary to the claimed 
invention, this opinion has been established on the basis of: 

a. type of material 

I I a sequence listing 

I I table(s) related to the sequence listing 

b. format of material 

I I in written format 

I I in computer readable form 

c. time of filing/furnishing 

[ I contained in the international q)plication as filed. 

I I filed together with the international application in con^utCT readable form. 
I I furnished subsequently to this Authority for the purposes of search. 

3. I I In addition, in the case that more than one version or copy of a sequence listing and/or table(s) relating thereto has been filed or 

furnished, the required statements that the information in the subsequent or additional copies is identical to that in the application as 
filed or does not go beyond the application as filed, as appropriate, were furnished. 



4. Additional comments: 
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INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING AUTHORITY 



International application No. 

PCT/JP2005/003850 



Box No. V Reasoned statement under Rule 43bi&l(a)(i) with regard tQ novelty, inventive step or Industrial applicability; 

citations and explanations supporting such statement 



1. Statement 

• Novelty (N) Claims 3-7, IQ-ll YES 

Claims- 1/ 2, 8/ 9, 12 NO 

Inventive step (IS) Claims YES 

Claims 1-12 ^ NO 

Industrial applicabiUty(IA) ^^^^ 1-12 YES 

Claims NO 



2. Citations and explanations: 

Document 1 : JP, 5648129, B (Director General of National Food Research Institute, Ministry of 
Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries), 13 November, 1981 (13.1 1.81) 
Document 2: JP, 2000-1665 16, A (Yukiloshi TAGUCHI), 20 June, 2000 (20.06.00) 
Document 3: "Plankton Gyogyo", (Ichiro MIYAZAKI), 15 October, 1978 (15.10.78), Shoku no 
Kagaku, Vol 44, pages 91-103 

Document 4: "Okiami", (Toyosuke IMAKI), 15 April, 1973 (15.04.73). Shoku no Kagaku, Vol. 1 1, 
pages 74-86 

Document 5: (Torn HIDAKA, et aL), 1 October, 2001 (01.10.01).Shokuhin Tenkabutsu Jiten, 
Kabushiki Kaisha Shokuhin Kagaku Shinbunsha, page 56 

Claims M2 

Document 1 describes the constitution in which an euphausiacean is dried and vibrated on a 
sieve, whereby eyeballs are removed from the euphausiacean. Furthermore, the isolated part (the 
removed part) includes an eyeball concentrate and is considered to be a kind of aggregate of the 
eyeballs. 

Moreover, since (1) the eyeballs of the euphausiacean contain a high content of astaxanthins 
as disclosed in documents 3 and 4, and (2) it is well-known that euphausiacean pigment (carotenoid- 
based pigment such as astaxanthins) is extracted from the eyes as disclosed in document 5, a person 
skilled in the art could have easily conceived of obtaining lipids such as carotenoids from the 
eyeballs of the euphausiacean described in document 1 . 

In addition, a person skilled in the art could have, as required, selected a suitable drying 
degree when the eyeballs are isolated. 

Claims 1,8 and 9 

Document 2 describes the constitution in which eyeballs are removed from a shrimp by 
drying the shrimp and blowing air thereon (physical impact). Furthermore, the isolated part (the 
removed part) includes an eyeball concentrate and is considered to be a kind of aggregate of the 
eyeballs. 
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